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ADDRES.S, & 


GENTLEMEN, 


HE moſt graceful ornament of ingenuous 

youth is, that candour which is open to 
conviction, and which decides on all ſubjects 
not according to names and appearances, but 
according to facts and truth. From a full 
perſuaſion that your minds are actuated by 
that honeſt and noble principle, a moderate 
man requeſts your attention, whilſt he briefly 
remarks on ſome parts of a letter very recently 
addreſſed to you, 
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Dr. Prieſtley intimates, that “ a failure in 
argument” occaſioned the vilence committed 
at BIRMINGHAM. 


- 


With reſpect to the arguments, which have 
been brought forward by Dr. Prieſtley's 
literary opponents, the cafe ſtands thus. In 
matters of religious controverſy, Biſhop 
HoxsLEy's Tracts, publiſhed together in 
1789, and the Bampton Lectures in 1784, 
fully anſwer the objections, which Dr. 
Prieſtley on different occaſions has ſtarted 
- againſt opinions received by the majority of 
chriſtians. In political diſcuſſions, the num- 
berleſs pamphlets that appeared in 1790 on 
the expediency of the Teſt Laws, particularly 
Biſhop SyERLock's © Arguments,” which 
were then reprinted ; and more than all, the 
| Speeches of Lord North, Mr. Burke, and 
Mr. Pitt, in the moſt public manner replied 
to all Dr. Prieftley's reaſonings. 


Now 


1 


Now theſe ſeveral writings and parlia- 
mentary. debates had convinced the greater 
part of the nation that Dr. Prieſtley's opinions 


were erroneous, long before the unhappy bu- 
ſineſs at BixMINGHAM and the vote of the | 
commons in 1790 had ſettled the queſtion, on 
which the people conceived the ſecurity of 
the conſtitution in a great meaſure to depend. 
After that deciſion, recourſe to violence was 
unneceſſary, becauſe argument had produced 
its due effect in the nation at large. 


But Dr. Prieſtley will ſay, that argument 
had failed of convincing Himſelf. If he applies 
the failure of argument to himſelf, and in this 
ſenſe, then he does but confeſs, that no mode 
of reaſoning, however accurate, either on 
opinions or facts, can induce him to join in 
the concluſions, which, from certain given 
premiſes, muſt naturally follow ; but that his 
OWN WILL is the ſole director of his judge- 
ment, and the only ſtandard by which he 
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meaſures moral certainty. How far it be- 
comes a philoſopher to admit only thoſe con- 
cluſions may ſuit with his own inclinations, 
let others pronounce: in common life it is 


thought extraordinary, if the amount of a ſum 


in arithmetic juſtly calculated be not acknow- 
edged right, or if the proof of a mathematical 
problem regularlydemonſtrated be not allowed 


as juſt, 


Dr. Prieſtley forgets alſo, that his own 


mode of reaſoning may be turned againſt him- 
ſelf: for if violence in others be a proof that 


argument has failed, violence in himſelf muſt, 
be a proof that hi arguments have failed. 
Now that v:o/ence may, without any breach of 

charity, be charged on him, is ſelf-evident _ 
from the language of bitterneſs and reproach, 
with which he menaces deſtruction to the 
preſent eſtabliſhment. Indeed you need look 


no farther than into the Letter he has ad- 


dreſſed to you, for an inſtance of his violence, 
You 


, "HS 
You are there taught to believe, that the 


hierarchy is equally the bane of chriſtianity 
and of rational liberty Ay | 


Be not led away by terms, but examine 


the true import of words. 


The civil government of this country ap- 
points about ten thouſand perſons to inſtruct 
the people in their duties to God and man, 
upon principles of chriſtianity ; and for the 
better regulation of all concerns, in which 
theſe public teachers are engaged, different 
degrees and ſubordinate capacities are ap- 
pointed. As in trade there is the director, the 
factor, the maſter, the foreman, the journey- 
man, the apprentice; as in the law there is 
the chancellor, the chief- juſtice, the judge, 
the ſerjeant, the barriſter, the attorney; as in 
the army there is the general, the lieutenant- 
general, the major-general, the colonel, the 
major, the captain, the lieutenant, the enſign; 
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as in the navy there is the admiral, the vice- 
admiral, the rear-admiral, the captain, the 
leutenant, the midſhipman ; ſo among the 


public teachers of religion are gradations of 
rank conſiſting of arch-biſhop, biſhop, chan- 
cellor, arch-deacon, rector, vicar, curate. 


And becauſe theſe teachers are employed on 
things appertaining to God, therefore their 
conſtitution is called a ſacred order, from a 
ſenſe of reſpe& not to the men, but to the 
facred Being, whoſe ſervants they are. This 
is that hierarchy, which is painted out to you 
in ſuch dreadful colours: and you fee, after 
all, it is nothing more than another name for 
a conſtitution by which to govern the teach- 
ers of religion ; juſt as in trade, in the law, in 
the army, in the navy, there are conſtitutions 
by which thoſe are governed, who are either 


merchants, lawyers, ſoldiers, or ſailors. 


The profeſſed duty of the church miniſters 
is to baptize and teach according to Chriſt's 
f expreſs 


1 

expreſs words, In the name of the Father, 
and of the Son, and of the Holy Ghoſt.“ If 
theſe are Chriſt's words, as the goſpel will 
ſhew you they are; and if the church miniſters 
frame their diſcourſes according to theſe 
words, as the law will prove to you they are 

obliged to do; it is utterly impoſſible that 
| they can be * the bane of chriſtianity,” ſince 
the very end of their profeſſion is to propagate 
chriſtianity as expreſſed in the goſpel. 


Nor can the church miniſters be © the bane 
of rational liberty.” For theſe miniſters ars 
actually bound by law to return ſolemn thanks 
to Almighty God once in every year, ** for 
deliverance of our church and nation from 
popiſh tyranny and arbitrary power; and for 


« the preſervation of our religion and liber- 
ties, as ſettled at the revolution. Now it is 


utterly impoſſible, that men whoſe principles 
and profeſſion lead them to thank heaven for 
our conſtitutional liberty, ſhould nevertheleſs 


E 
be the bane of rational liberty, unleſs our con- 
ſtitutional liberty be contrary to rational 
liberty ; an aſſertion which Dr. Prieſtley nei- 
ther has proved, nor can prove. And thus 
his calumny on the church miniſters falls to 
the JE 


You 'are told that the miniſters of this 
order, (which being appointed by the civil 
government to ſerve in things relating to God 
and religion is called the hierarchy, as the 
navy may be called the nauarchy, the law no- 
marchy, the army ſtratiarchy; ſo little formid- 
able is the name l) you are told that theſe mi- 
nifters « confeſs their weakneſs.” In what 
reſpect, or by what avowal theſe miniſters 
have confeſſed their weakneſs, remains to be 
ſhewn. They certainly have not confeſſed 
that their arguments are weaker than Dr. 
Prieftley's: they certainly have not confeſſed 
that their opinions are leſs chriſtian, their 
principles leſs conſtitutional, their language 


and 


[#1 3; 
and actions leſs becoming peaceable ſubſecti 
of the civil government, than thoſe of Dr. 
, Prieſtley. If he would have you conclude, 
that the violence at BIRMINGHAM proves 
«* a confeſſion of weakneſs,” he argues upon 
no ground whatever: for the ſimple truth is, 
and Dr. Prieſtley knows it to be the ſimple 
truth, that the church miniſters were no 
more concerned in the violence at BIRMI vo- 
HAM, than they were in the riſing of the 
ſlaves at St. Domingo: he knows too, that not 
a ſingle miniſter could be found, who would 
be ſo hardy as to approve of ſuch an outrage 
committed in defiance of all law and huma« 


nity. 


You are © aſſured that you will ſee either 
the compleat reformation, or the fall,” of 
the church. To abſolute perfection, if per- 
fection were attainable, the church would 
moſt joyfully arrive: but amidſt the infinite 
diverſity of opinions as te the matters which 
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ſhould be improved, and as to the manner 
in which the improvement is to be made, 
there ariſes ſo great difficulty, that prudent 
and diſpaſſionate men, well knowing the 
dangerous tendency of religious diſputes, and 
thoroughly convinced that after all the moſt 
ſtrenuous endeavours, and moſt judicious 
arrangements, imperfection muſt ſtill attend 
every human ſyſtem, wait with patience for 
a ſeaſon of reform more mature than the pre- 
fent ; and in the mean while, upon principles 
of honour and conſcience, ſupport the eſta- 
bliſhment, in which (whatever may be its 
imperfections) CHRISTIANITY IS TAUGHT 
AS REVEALED IN THE GOSPEL, When 
Dr. Prieſtley ſpeaks of © compleat reforma- 
tion,” he means the expunging of all prayers 
directed to the Sox of Gop: and by the © fall” 
of the church, he means, that miniſters 
ſhould be deprived of that maintenance, 
which the law now allots them. From the 
general tenor of his other writings, it is ob- 
mr x | vious 


1 
vious to diſcern what he would have you 
underſtand by the expreſſions © compleat 
reformation,” and * fall.” But before the 
proſpect of theſe events be made the ſubject 
of gratulation, ſhould you not conſider whe- 
ther the events themſelves be deſirable ? 
Should you not weigh well the commands of 
ſcripture, and the practice of ages, which 
warrant adoration paid to our REDEEMER ? 
Should you not weigh well that DoppRIDGE 
and WATTs, two the moſt eminent of your 
brethren in modern times, acknowledged and 


worſhipped our Saviour? Should you not 
weigh well the ſerious conſequences of re- 


jecting with diſdain thoſe tenets, which fo 
many thouſands, upon the ſoundeſt principles 
of reaſoning, embrace as goſpel truths? 


Then, as to deſpoiling church miniſters of 

| their rank and property, ſhould you not firſt 
of all conſider, that when once rank and pro- 
perty are invaded againſt law in one inſtance, 
C 2 they 
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ol the one would probably be followed by the 


1 
they may be illegally attacked in another ? 
Dr. Prieſtley, with good reaſon, thinks his own 
eaſe extremely hard, and complains, not 
without cauſe, that his property has been 
deſtroyed by an act of violence: but would 
not the caſe be equally hard, would not the 


cauſe of complaint be equally well-founded, 


if ten thouſand of the clergy were ſtripped of 
their property by any means of oppreſſion ? 
Why will Dr. Prieſtley wiſh to exerciſe ini- 
quity on others, when he condemns the 


practice of it on himſelf ? 


It is alſo to be obſerved, that the church is 
now a part, though a very ſubordinate part, 


of the Engliſh conſtitution : and through 


various circumſtances, eccleſiaſtical concerns 
are ſo interwoven and embodied with civil, 
that if either be materially affected, ſome con- 
ſequences are unavoidably produced on the 
other. Hence it would happen, that the fall 


rum 
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ruin of the other. Is it then defirable, that 
ſuch convulſion and confuſion ſhould be re- 
newed in this country? Is it wiſdom, is it 
policy, to ſacrifice the real and ſubſtantial ad- 
vantages which every ſubje& of the Britiſh 


empire now enjoys, for the fake of making 


experiments in ſpeculative notions, in the 
courſe of which phrenzy you may riſk every 
thing dear to you? That the French, our 
natural enemies, would rejoice at our begin- 
ning to plunge ourſelves into diſtreſs and 
miſery, might probably be expected: but 
ſurely no man, who loves England, can, con- 
ſiſtently with patriotiſm, with to purchaſe a 
chance only for ſuperior power, at the expence 
of England's greateſt bleſſings. 


By an oblique inſinuation, Dr. Prieſtley 
would perſuade you, that our univerſities, 
* inſtead of expanding the mind by encou- 
raging freedom of enquiry, effectually fetter 
Its powers by a ſworn attachment to a parti- 
cular 


| 
it 
| 


ETSY 


SI ———- - 


* 2 
© — 


—— . 3 
he <p by —— re.” - 


— — — 4 ca5> Af » w — =—_ 
—_— — — 
- 


— B — _— ——_— 


14 3 
cular ſyſtem, formed in an age of univerſal and 
acknowledged barbariſm.” If Dr. Prieftley 
would have taken the pains to examine the 
plan of education purſued in any one college 
at Cambridge or Oxford, he never could, in 
common honeſty, have thus miſrepreſented 
thoſe ſeminaries of learning and ſcience, 
'Young men are there inſtructed, as you are, in 
logic, moral philoſophy, metaphyſics, mathe- 
matics, natural and experimental philoſophy, 
and in hiſtory : and in each branch, they read 
the moſt approved authors. The firſt four years 
they ſpend in acquiring ſuch univerſal know- 


ledge of thoſe ſciences, which are confeſſedly 


calculated to enlarge and invigorate the intel - 
lectual powers of man. After that period, 


individuals commonly direct their chief atten- 


tion to the profeſſion which they reſpectively 
intend to exerciſe. Thoſe who are deſigned 
for the church, apply themſelves to the ſtudy 


of ſcripture, and to the reading of authors 
who illuſtrate ſcripture, Thence they exa- 


RUNC 
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mine the grounds and credibility of religion, 


for which work they would not be compe- 
tent did they not make moſt extenſive and 
unlimited enquiry. The reſult of their re- 
ſearch is the eſtabliſhment of truth, and con- 
futation of error, as you may ſee in Ser- 
mons preached at Boyle's Lectures; in the 
Sermons of Hurd, Halifax, Balguy, Ogden 
and Watſon, from Cambridge ; or in the Ser- 
mons of Horne, Bagot, Lowth, Neweombe, 
Barrington, and the Bampton Lectures, from 
Oxford. 


This is a plain ſtatement of the buſineſs 
followed at Cambridge and Oxford, and of 
the effects reſulting from fuch buſineſs : and 
this ſtatement is laid before you merely to 
ſhew, that Dr. Prieſtley does not know the 
method of ftudy adopted in the colleges, 
which he thinks proper to vilify. 


Dr. 


| 
| 
| 
| 


— — P ⁵˙ w ²˙wwLu,,̃ Ü³ͤuöe 2 . ̃ u': — 
= 


M3 
Dr. Prieſtley would have you infer, that 
univerſal toleration is not enjoyed in England. 
Turn only to the laws of the land, and you 
will find the fact to be directly contrary. 


He would induce you to think, that all 
diſſenters are in a ſtate of /uffermg in this 
country. Look but to your own reſpective 
families, and ſee if they /uffer any pains or 
penalties, becauſe they chooſe not to hold 
communion with the eſtabliſhment? Are 
their perſons moleſted ? Are their poſſeſſions 
hurt? Are they denied the protection of im- 
partial juſtice, whenever an inſolent multi- 
tude may have dared to diſturb them? When 
you well know that your fathers are in a moſt 


flouriſhing condition, and that your friends 


are bleſſed with peace, affluence, and liberty, 
you cannot poſſibly feel that they are in a 
ſtate of ſuffering, beyond what the exigencies 
of the times oblige us all to ſuffer for national 
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Of national ſupport, Dr. Prieſtley would 
not have you be altogether regardleſs; though 
he does not encourage love of our country 
to any great degree. As good citizens, 
(ſays he) ſtudy the welfare of your country; 
but look beyond hat, to thoſe great principles 
which will enſure the happineſs of all Europe, 
and of all mankind: which is ſaying, in 
other words, pay ſome attention to your 
concerns at home, but be more anxious for 
thoſe abroad: preſerve in ſome meaſure ſub- 
ſtantial good, but to ſubſtantial good prefer 
imaginary and illuſive ſpeculations: promote 
your own intereſt in this country, but con- 
ſider rather how you may throw the balance 
in favour of foreign nations. Dr, Prieſtley 
would have you not put the tranquillity of 
your own kingdom in competition with the 
happineſs of kingdoms, which would gladly 
whelm you in the depths of the ocean : he 
would therefore have you propagate maxims, 
which looſen all ties of order, which diſſolve 

2 all 
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all ſubordinate connexion between maſter and 
ſervant in private life, between the civil ma- 
giſtrate and the ſubje& in public life : max- 
ims, which teach mobs to overthrow the 
guards of landed property, to tear down the 
machines of manufacturers, to invade houſes, 
to aſſault perſons, to commit thoſe very enor- 
mities, which we all ſaw with abhorrence at 
BIRMINGHAM. In thoſe maxims look for 
the TRUE SOURCE of BIRMINGHAM 
Riot. People, right yourſelves,” has been 
the fatal language held and proclaimed by 
perſons of a certain deſcription. The multi- 
tude have exerciſed what Dr. Prieſtley has 
taught them to conſider as their right; i. e. 
to act as they pleaſe, without reſtraint. The 
conſequences which have enſued from ſuch 
beginnings of defiance to law, ſhould caution 
us all from ſpreading doctrines of a nature ſo 
pernicious and ſubverſive of all ſociety. The 
intereſt, not of your country alone, but of 
your own cauſe alſo, will be infinitely better 
ſerved, 


* ME 
ſerved, by the diſcarding of maxims, which 


tend to make ſociety unhappy by fomenting 
ſtrife, and which juſtify the civil government 


in vigilant and active meaſures, for the pre- 


ſervation of peace. Your POLICY is to be 
QUIET. Prejudices in large communities are 
not ſoon corrected. Perpetual abuſe does 
but irritate. If matters were ſuffered to reſt 
as they are, and Dr. Prieſtley would ceaſe 
from his intemperate and unſeaſonable zeal, 
mutual jealouſies might gradually ſubſide ; 
mutual confidence might continually encreaſe; 
the eſteem, which as individuals we bear 
each other on both ſides, might be extended 
ſo as to embrace reciprocally our ſocieties at 
large; the laws, which you are taught to 
think obnoxious, might then with leſs danger 
be repealed, or at leaſt the force of them be 
ſuperſeded by diſuſe. From the nature of 
the caſe, and the malignancy of political con- 
teſts, ſome length of time would be requiſite 
for perfect reconciliation : but there is greater 

probability 
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probability that your object, after ſome years, 
ſhould be attained by cordiality diſplayed to- 
wards the conſtitution, than that Dr. Prieſt- 
ley's aim ſhould immediately be accompliſhed 
by malevolence poured forth on all occaſions, 
proper or improper, againſt every ordinance of 
the legiſlature, civil or religious. 


And now, Gentlemen, permit me to impreſs 
on your minds two principles ; principles, 
which are the very foundation of all civil 
government:— THERE CAN BE NO LIBERTY, 
WHERE THERE IS NO AUTHORITY: THERE 
CAN BE NO AUTHORITY, WHERE ALL 
WILE COMMAND, AND NONE OBEY. 


And with reſpect to whatever Dr. Prieſtley 
either has written, or may write, be guided in 
your judgment by this maxim, ſo invaluable to 
Engliſhmen ; ©* No man is to be condemned 
unheard.” However juſtifiable it may ap- 
pear in his fight to load his literary opponents 

1 with 
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with the moſt opprobrious calumnies, yet be 
pleaſed to remember, that invective is not 
argument, that clamour is not proof, and 
that both ſides of every queſtion ought to ba 
thoroughly examined with patient inveſtiga- 
tion, and mature ability, before impartial de- 
cifion can poſſibly be given on the merits of 
any cauſe. 


I am, Gentlemen, 
Your obedient ſervant, 


M. O. N. 
nov. 30, 
1791. 21 
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